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Enumeration weakens the force of the general law as to things not expressed. | In this regard, the canon of 
construction expressio unius est exclusio alterius or inclusio unius est exclusio alterius holds that to express or 


include one thing implies the exclusion of another or of the alternative.” The maxim "expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius," that the mention of one thing in a statute impliedly excludes another thing, is used to determine legislative 


intent.° Under the general rule of statutory construction expressio unius est exclusio alterius, the expression of one 


or more items ofa class implies that those not identified are to be excluded.* The force of any negative implication, 
under the statutory interpretive canon expressio unius est exclusio alterius, depends on context, and the expressio 
unius canon applies only when circumstances support a sensible inference that the term left out must have been 


meant to be excluded.” 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


When interpreting a statute, if the Legislature has carefully employed a term in one place and excluded it in another, 
it should not be implied where excluded. C.R. v. M.T., 257 N.J. 126, 313 A.3d 24 (2024). 
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Where a statute describes the particular situations in which it is to apply and no qualifying 
exception is added, an irrefutable inference must be drawn that what is omitted or not included 
was intended to be omitted or excluded. Raynor v. Landmark Chrysler, 18 N.Y.3d 48, 936 
N.Y.S.2d 63, 959 N.E.2d 1011 (2011). 


N.L.R.B. v. SW General, Inc., 580 U.S. 288, 137 S. Ct. 929, 197 L. Ed. 2d 263 (2017). 


A "notwithstanding" clause in a federal statute does not naturally give rise to an inference, 
under the statutory interpretive canon expressio unius est exclusio alterius, that a statutory 
provision unmentioned in the clause has been excluded; it just shows which of two or more 
provisions prevails in the event of a conflict. N.L.R.B. v. SW General, Inc., 580 U.S. 288, 137 
S. Ct. 929, 197 L. Ed. 2d 263 (2017). 
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